Dear JIb, Clarence Kelley's 5/11/76 l«ttor 5/17/76 

Although I had apooifioally in *diis cane and generally in the met asked both 
Wiseman imd Du^an to oeal rae carbons of letters to you wh^n there is any tiiue question, 
Kelley ’ a letter, in the copy you mad© when you returned to Washington, did not reach 
ne until today, if there had been a plan to preclude stf responding it could not have 
boon better designed to accomplish this. 

It is impossible to imagine that the faloo eta tenants are accidental. They ors 
cany. x i ic impossible to imagine that the rJLaronrcsentations are innocent and they 
also arc not xicoioncn. In fact, this letter ia nothing like what happened in our 5/5 
meeting with Wiseman and it ia consistent with that of which I complained to Min. I 
scan by this the deliberate contriving of situations in which it is our word against 
their word and th ir insisting on this being impossible to resolve. 

You Kill roembar that I anticS^ted this the first time they invited vis to a 
lusting for which there wan no need. I then asked you to write and request that the 
m.otia be taped. They refused this. Now why should anyone refuse to have an accurate 
record of any innooont meeting? In that case tnoy actually alleged that at that see ting 
I waived any interest in what I asked for and filed suit for. X did remind Wiseman of 
this during our 5/5 meeting when I wan specifying what is totally absent from this letter. 

The first pa rngre&i is a formality. The second begins with falsehood, IJ A& you :*>re 
advised at the Kay 5, Ty76 mooting, our Memphis field Office had been requested to 
search their records for any additional material which might be responsive to your 
...request dated April 15, 1975 f not available at FBI Headquarters. " 

The Memphis FO knows what is available at 32? If it docs not, how could it 
comply in Kelley' « own f oraulationV 

Wiseman pereouaUy refuted the opening words. He said that the Memphis office 
had been aaked about pictures only. Ia ev^n the restrictive 4/15 limitation, it is herdyiy 
true that tijtc request was for pic-tares only. This ic not Interpretation. I wss specific 
in asking him for documents. lie then oidud Khz request to Komphio wa for pi:; only. 

jfMd jtlorial material 1 * from janphia? By §/5 we had received not a single record 
from Kamphi3. To date I haven’t received even a picture* *ou may have. 

I believe this deceptive language is not accidental, that it ia intended to 
deceive the judge, ^gnrdleea of ite impose, it is galas and inappropriate. 

lion over, the Kmphifl promise wa i made in court by Dugan 5/26, with the added 
promise of dull compliance within 50 days, which exptood prior t o our 5/5 meeting 
without eur beiiv; given a single thing. 

What follows is inaccurate in virtually every poatrible way and is ia direct 
contradiction of 'tti&mzn'a af f idavlt * " • • • you wore sixorai 14 pho tographs of 3iu3pecta Li the 
Kfoil investigation... 11 In context thin says from Kempiiis. However, wtoro they were 
identified, those were from birioin^axa. And we have received nothing from thu hl^LJ^sam 
office. But, how cen it be that Tyler, Dugan and Wiseman assure us, wiaeriian *iiv court 
under oath and Dugan on his word to the court, that there jx?v«r wa3 another suspect 
and now they q/lim photographs of sus recta in tbo plctal? 

We were not shown photographs of suspects. We were shewn photographs that acre 
largely of sketches and sore photogr*fd» of i^iotographa at least Otia of which was 
not of Hoy. Pictures, that ia. This was also true of aicq/bhes, but there here is no 
reference to sketches. However, more than a year after tlx.; request and a month ^nd a 
half after tfiae&s a, ia ad itioa to Lij affirmation, asi>urca us personally that these 
did not exist arc. they bad made this gorf-f aithooarch , h© did show ll.* what I can :?tvo 
is an incomplete fils of ot^q r euapccts, my request, mixed in with shots of Ray to Vi Id 
the figure to bin total 14# 









Before thin letter vt ;0 drafted I j£id specified sesae the FBI han and has not 

yet admitted h&ving* I repeated tide t* lineman 5/5 * but the letter 1j silent os: it* 

m *1jso, a set of aerial view negatives of the criuie scene and vicinity were 
diaplayeda 11 

They not only worn not "displnysd," it \ma made impossible for me to e xam i n e 
then because of tijfr special character* x hero are Amy ui^ineer aerial views of a 
fairly largo part oi Lemphia, its cioverieaxs and the muddy river, not in any sense 
oft the n orino scaao*' 1 They aro about 9 i; x9“ , were not printed, were on a large roil 
lii^e an old^tashionaa player piano roll, and there was no prevision for dioplajclxi^ 
them* tfinotaan eajoyea tins wxien 1 cskod him how X was to look at them without unmaking 
tneuu Because X icarou too screamijrL' : that would fellow if X daimt^ad one 1 suspended even 
iooiang at t^em when 1 had V5 or 20 foot of than unrolled* While it ni^ht have been 
that I would not h&vfc, it can't be said t!*at ff &r# Wnisberg did not car^ 

to moeivo copies of isy of the sidr megatLtes viewed." Viewing wa 3 impossible. These 
are- natives, toe, not .pints# They also wore in a veiy long roll* 

Parenthetically X note that with all the coat of the pluho, its crov, this special 

camora and the rnoru expensive f ilia, iz is beyond boliof that so FBI aiwat went to thp 

wrfayi seen© of the ori^ v/ith a *20 ^olaroid or ohoap instaaatic to take a single 
bu v- $ we**© were ahwn non . one again assured there ore only those pictures shown# lk>$ 
that an experienced professional photographer, with the FBI apparently Laving none, 
could not have been engaged for much lea^ than the coat of these irrelevant aerial 

views so WtSeraan as3ursi us not one had be^n printed# 

"Additionally, 107 pliotogi'Bphn, tte property of Tine,Lioor?ornted, but in tlie 
rv) easion of the FBI, v*?r© displayed to **r# Woi3berg### ,f If hand i n ; a batth is to 
display, them tbe$o wore displayed^ but the rest ia blither accurate not couplet/?# 

These pboto-^gi^hsi wG I toll fciaGcran, nr© the property of the FBI end arc not 
dll tho ; a glraa it by 81a "ollovd of 02F2 at the tiao# The tights In the sess* of 
literary rights are o T *mC‘I by Time, but not those prints end net those prints, as I 

specified, not shown to me# WH^t Wiseman had, pretending it did not exist in WR^hin??toai, 
which according to my ird’opfctticn is false, is ons cl two sots of prints of JoeLAuw's 
negatives ^fcilard gave the FBI# The other, n I afcno specified, are 35mm contact prints# 

Wiseman's information wa- so Inadequate it can't be believed that with a can© 
to go to trial the FBI's files do not include what ho claimed no f . to know and I did 
tell hi-* It caa f t be believed that there is no r^cord/of any Tine reservation of 
rights in tee FBI 'a files but whom I *». asked I was told that a letter had not been 
received, would be and I would receive^ a copy# I have not# 

&y rscol ' ectioa is other than that "he w efcln ^ t ) advised that lie would haV3 to 
request th^®n(. the Ip of which I 3add X would like prints j ®f ‘•iCita, Incorporated* * I 
was not able to net^e, but it is my impression that ti.a FBI was going to ode 
fir.© and I a«5d 1 did not want these for poblicatiaii but for study# 

"Release 1 i3 an ambiguity* While as a raster of ^rinoipl© X f d be prepared to 
contest tho right of the wealthy- to buy evidence and thereafter requester it, the 
FBi's interpretation, there is not and has not been any question of ny reproducing 
any pictures# I would, if I so desired, raise this with 'CLdo and I would expect, as 
I have in the past, to pay for normal laae-tice use charts# I do bare net*/, however* 
that whan tber* ha 1 : been -i lapse of more than ei^at years, those pictures with jvlientiary 
value hyra norcr been piblichod anywhere to ay knowledge# 

if Exer.TJVxon (bA3) ia reievanx, no stsvuto is specified in xhxa Xottor# 

(o^i 4) also is invoiced, u comi ai^6ai iaforiuatioji obteioea from a ,'^i'san and privileged 
or oonficteit1.pl* w x beiieve no sim&La worn is applicabis# These in.cturos ars uot 
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in any cense "comaercial information," they '-’ere not obtained from a person and they 
ara not urLvi^i'rsd or catfidonitiaL 

is T tcld WjswaKg:* ^ua $?-£ there for Public TV. having nothing to do vihh 
Ww unexpected asnaaoinatloiu Hhsn ho board a chq^, instead/^ grabbing his TV &tfa 3 ra f 
tfhlch vcul ■. gave lfiado the flia the property of Public TV, he gr& 3 pod his own 
ifeussra* He trrvs on that fl?er of that wing of that rotd, He thin noli the rights, *rhich 
include thr original no^atireo, to LIFE. This is 30 far from confidential that 1 do 
knot: it and do know that i»US then printed t o sota&ltm, not those pictures of evidentiary 
value* Hat if publiaiied in * .ul 9 can it bo alleged to bo ^confidential?” 

The steoog pose begins with a deliberate falashcod that probably has its origin 
in 'That I 3 retried after the 3/5 ex&tinstiaa when I asked (fiaemaa* , "Where ar> the 
other picr^nxjs?” T. ifac , y ffir •airlaed. ou^laraphis T3J/yI Office H*A furnished • 

a group of photographs rhiah were provided to tine FBI by a aa^<*daral law oiifaroauent 
fluency which koa specifically requited that this material continue co bo hold daui- 
d^ttaliy** 

Wlcerrri told us of two pictures or set he would not show ua* One he said was a 
single, nads allot of Hay and tiie oth^r ho refused to say anything about* Bay be trda is 
that anc* But this detail an did not give us* afterward# alien 1 told bin I would in 
eao.li eaco specify only one proof 0$ continued ,dvhlioid f I did tall him &lx>ut tte pictures 
frcn the ^ o ci phi ,3 police* I than specified that the FBI had been given prints, act the 
ori gin al negatives* and that cfy source is a h^w w <aiidng iiemphis police official* 

He iffcre not ofif&red or given or shown copd.03 of the alleged ffcqesct* Put it is 
false an it relvttfd to She Memphis police unless it is a lott r procured for this 
special misuse* Bather than "confidential" one of that series of pictures was used in 

the eact^nditian affidavit and, trier sugary ji*i<£fc£jent, provided lu l«*. 71 o~ 70 * 

There never wa any mention. of a separate picture cf "an. individual tal'^n wider 
ainnimsixaiees implying crLainnli ly* •* 

Server # suit relitce to police jdcrfcurer. in the. f crowing, the lnvporitlar of 
(b)$ff) is United to"*!?) diadese the identity cf a confidential 6 cir», or confidential 
infnrtaation ^indahed only by the oonfldentiaX source *" This is lM 31 erioua t fcrw- 
levant, deceptive and false* Now that the FBI can no lon^ssfear falnety that it has 
no pictures of the -cone of the crir^o it contrives th: ridiculous, that the Jtaiphis 
police are a "confidential source* n Would letting 00 edc* the pictures viola to the 
ditaed "conii'jsntdLality^ of the source when i identified this soitreo the FBI? 

Tare I na net reluctant to attribute satire?: presenting these pictures to a 
court or ^rrrf.tttog too tc heevo o^pdeu of th'c would lot outbids !)opar beaut poaonealcn 
proof that ^cyvirteont layers eubowed perjury* 3 ome of theae pa s t u res do prove this 30 
there has to be some horced up legal Hubs Uoldborgiaa to forfeoft exposure* But the la^ la 
specif io, aa I understand thu law, in < a^olii bri dLn,-; tlrlu cs a besia for withhoJ.diii. •* 

While t:c enc.h L'pontaueoiiiily call did not uant to ilic nude pictur f -lay 
the coi^tence of which vriseniui iiardosed, tho invocation of (b)( 7 ) could no- be iiore 
irrel^^vant; n * . . cotrpiled for law traoroeL-ent purpose* #*"Wif;cj2an hinscif, in cn^loiiiidg 
thin single picture, #avu tlw lie to ika claim under ulgnatuTa, dhich I *cvjld 

not be surtrrised to learn was toiftod by tfl^>kati* ^ aai^ a fouut-ouly t-sw ox' daj r , 
completely naked, wa taiven* IthJLuk he said ua tlxo pla^a oua I know he said to depict 
Bay's pUyaictid. condition when the FiH took po^sMsion of hia body* I did nor. ai: 

i;)aua of it becaua^t I ji^vo no inUrsut in nudity, but it is apparent ujat a i)iiaT>^xaiy 
view in no way ^dirensds wliother Idiy wao wliip ^rd with a <>-iun^— sails on th^ back* 

There a ^b-te^ent I car. ot all Cl *4 to ho false :"ds you hare previously been 
sdvigsd \fe? balicvo this dianretionary relenao ocaplctea our reeyenao***" Sxrept frr the 
"ili#?cretic:^ 2 v* " It is true tha t beginning in i>oeomber, 1375 tl^e ^ artaEnit hen atutix.1 
that it ball ?v*js "oc^nplianca" to be "cqajloio" t iwi th fcho nost extensive -ioo#cro|tfi- 









a^ca already specified to it. J^yler'a lottor reriroaent^l fiOl oaapliance. Hr. 
jtaan »n^^|er;-«Mrtbw: «*>tr*«c in ?*har«2T. elsda, norotrioious a* ** ouvuously 

been wjBRtw! often enough. What respondent want* to iwxiw* «»poauact aay 
beliera, but belief and fact arc :iot Identical. •‘■hue it here s 

ka* > c f that what little ha* boon disclosed is “diecretionary. '* dexvly alter what tie 
judge directed. 3/?6 on pictures of the scene of tn* crime. 

It jt<* a n «rent that the ^opertaant baa triad to figure out a wan i h-v a «: pictures 
of tlw acauo of' the cri.ro. it has noro and othcrs.it la claiming a i^rrtioaa er.,.s?tioo 
that, were it^Ud, would have beea waived in 1*8 under jjffdKffla J B tt t it 

U3iHl tbocdpicfcrf*o» 

It dao ic ra&at that %. .alloy* p letter .tela r. ns nhw to any other 
record ill this case while ol'uBine aootoesa,a la Dugan of ^J/Tfi. wittout coapuaQPt 
an - -,-itw aorHca»pl.V-jwie epoetCie-i. the most visible non-occ irdtf&Ga *8 dKJ^rxsw-^Jivexy 
,,i> 9 air(?le record of the ^tfanhis F.O., or from tho Wesnington tfW . , doepnw tne 
apneiflof? •'.Ire&ty in tbe record# 

the jttdg-.. ^ directed. justtfiwtiiua of all ^fcuigs, to at ixipe a i^l^feiloation 
oa ogBoliarw. there has been not a single response of auy aatuw, e^Uitr wool not 
writ ran, siui in this open dofiaacs of ths judge's direction there is the claim of 
full ooapli^nce? 

I close with their close, a falsehood by tlveo, ; *a; tiiej allowed 89 on 'J'^h ofi > i 
I 33 bs - for copies cf 'MO photographs" hare iwciibeu with deliberate MfiAeoi. as 
"cri.ae aesne pbo: osrejfce." They lad, xwoBbor, ewaea there ai^ r^.xnose pictures i 
was shewn ar- not cla»sifi*Wa as of t s scene of the crice. ..hons c? which j. anted 
cordon a month j* 1 a half ago can be described this say. 
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